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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The following is a Non-Final Office Action in response to the communication 
received on October 7, 2003. Claims 1-17 are now pending in this application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Myrick 
et al. (U.S. 7,162,427). 

As per claim 1 , Myrick et al. discloses a method for calculating benefits to a 
public sector entity from a technology expenditure, the method comprising the steps of: 

(a) classifying one or more activities of the public sector entity, wherein 
said classifying is specifically configured to said public sector entity (col. 3, line 66-col. 

4. line 4; col. 14, lines 17-36; Figure 6; An organization's architecture is dependent on 
the line of business the organization is in, including being affected by government 
legislation and regulations. The strategic planning process determines actions, or 
activities, of the resources of the organization.); 
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(b) determining a plan for implementing the technology expenditure (col. 4, lines 
33-52; col. 7, lines 45-57; Figures 2-4; A plan is determined for developing IT solutions 
that will affect the organization's activities, or business processes..); and 

(c) determining the net effect on each of the activities from said plan for 
implementing the technology expenditure (col. 8, lines 43-55; Impact of the IT plan on 
how the organization does business is determined.). 

As per claim 2, Myrick et al. discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
activities of the public sector entity selected from a function selected from a group 
consisting of: Strategic Management; Financial Management; Revenue Management; 
Human Resource Management; Resource Management; Procurement & Supply Chain 
Management; Facilities & Asset Management; Customer Relationship Management; 
Program and Case Management; Corporate Data Management; Systems Management; 
and e-Government Management (col. 14, line 17-col. 15, line 9). 

As per claim 3, Myrick et al. discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the step of 
classifying one or more activities of the public sector entity comprises the steps of: 

forming a detailed functioning mapping (Figure 7); and 

creating a value driver (col. 17, lines 17-34; Figure 14-16 and 23). 

As per claim 4, Myrick et al. discloses the method of claim 3, wherein the step of 
forming detailed functioning mapping further comprises the steps of: 

functional mapping, process group mapping, process mapping, and activity 
mapping (Figures 7 and 29). 



Application/Control Number: 10/679,510 Page 4 

Art Unit: 3623 

As per claim 5, Myrick et al. discloses the method of claim 3, wherein the step of 
developing a value driver further comprises the steps of: 

developing a value driver (col. 17, lines 17-34; Figure 14-16 and 23); 

developing a transformation benefit and developing a technology expenditure 
benefit (col. 14, lines 37-47; The function/process model supports identifying how 
business processes would benefit from IT solutions, including identifying competitive 
advantages.). 

As per claim 6, Myrick et al. discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the step of 
determining a plan for implementing the technology expenditure comprises the steps of: 

integrating a benefits framework and developing a benefits delivery plan (col. 14, 
lines 37-47; Figure 2; The function/process model supports identifying how business 
processes would benefit from IT solutions, including identifying competitive advantages. 
Transition plans are developed to deliver particular IT solutions.). 

As per claim 7, Myrick et al. discloses the method of claim 6, wherein the step of 
integrating a benefits framework further comprises the steps of: 

adjusting a benefits framework to the technology expenditure and integrating the 
adjusting a benefits framework with a technology expenditure implementation (col. 9, 
lines 30-36; col. 15, line 65-col. 16, line 17; Figure 10; The expenditure profile is 
adjusted to meet the IT solutions implementation needs.). 

As per claim 8, Myrick et al. discloses the method of claim 6, wherein the step of 
developing a benefits delivery plan further comprises the steps of: 



Application/Control Number: 10/679,510 Page 5 

Art Unit: 3623 

developing a detailed benefit delivery plan, approving said detailed benefit 
delivery plan, and forming an organizational benefits program (col. 14, lines 37-47; 
Figure 2; The function/process model supports identifying how business processes 
would benefit from IT solutions, including identifying competitive advantages. Transition 
plans are developed to deliver particular IT solutions.). 

As per claim 9, Myrick et al. discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the step of 
determining the net effect on each of the activities further comprises the steps of: 

benchmarking total costs, developing a achievement target, accessing a 
probability range, and determining an expected benefit (col. 15, line 65-col. 16, line 17; 
Figures 10-11). 

As per claim 10, Myrick et al. discloses the method of claim 1 further comprising 
the step of monitoring the activities to determine compliance of the public sector entity 
with the plan (col. 8, lines 22-42; col. 14, lines 26-36; col. 27, lines 1-9; The IT solutions 
are implemented so that they comply with various instituted policies and standards.). 

As per claim 1 1 , Myrick et al. discloses the method of claim 10, wherein the step 
of monitoring the activities further comprises the steps of: 

implementing a benefit delivery plan and monitoring benefits realization (col. 14, 
lines 37-47; Figure 2; The function/process model supports identifying how business 
processes would benefit from IT solutions, including identifying competitive advantages. 
Transition plans are developed to deliver particular IT solutions.). 
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Claims 12-17 recite the corresponding system and program storage device to the 
method claims 1-11 already rejected above. Therefore, claims 12-17 are rejected on 
the same basis as claims 1-1 1 above. 

Conclusion 

4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

• Bond (U.S. 6,738,736) discusses capacity planning and modeling; 

• Macrae (U.S. 2003/0093310) discusses a business management process; 

• Buteau et al. (U.S. 6,442,557) discusses evaluation of enterprise architecture 
modeling. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to C. Michelle Tarae whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6727. The examiner can normally be reached Monday - Friday from 8:30am to 
5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tariq Hafiz, can be reached at 571-272-6729. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
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For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



/C. Michelle Tarae/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3623 



February 15, 2008 



